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Yes, I know I said I wouldn’t do another “Addendua* and to please send your letters to other newsletters and let ferzines. But 


nany of you wrote vith support, or, at least, wrote seeing the sense in the last ADDENDUM that I feel compelled to go to print. vith ~~ r 


these. They shouldn't be vasted, 

I thank you for support and/or seeing that there really ARE two sides. 

I am also ildy "surprised" that there haven't been any cancellations to the FA. 1’d thought I'd at least see that as a sign of 
"protest". Unfortunately, some of the fans practiced economic blackmail on FREEDOM CITY instead. Backing out of that Con, citing ae 
and Annie being "associated" with it as the reason. However, since Marion gave refunds, and since airfares hadn't been paid for yet, 
and since Paul isn't going to be at FC, those fans have “lost” nothing. Marion, hovever, over-reacted under the pressure and "fired" 
Annie and and we, Actually, ve vere told we that she "had" to ask us to resign. As that vas precisely vhat Paul vanted, it was a 
point of honor not to resign. So I consider ourselves to be fired. 

And it really hurts me, as it vas a Con I was in on from its inception at DSV in 1988. I had hoped Marion’s neutrality could have 
been less unilateral. After all, what is this vhole business about if not the the Freedom to think and speak. 

I do not believe in "unquestioning support". It is not what being sentient is about. 

What was it Blake said about "so honest men can think and speak"? 

B7 isn't a religion, it's a fandom. By and For FANS. I'm a fan and I have expressed an opinion, And I've been villified for it. 
Is this vhat it’s really all about? At long last, is it really "toe the Party Line or be driven out"? 

I can not do vhat Paul Darrow believes is right. 1 aust do vhat I believe is right. The least of vhich is not to be run out of 
this fandon by Paul's coamand, 

Rut it HURTS to have a Con you've looked forward to, been in on since its inception, pulled out from under you because some fans 
think economic blackaail is clever. 

I vant to thank all those fans who have dictated to Marion who she is "alloved* to have at her Con. 


Our original allegations vent out after we had, indeed, atteapted to contact the Darrovs. In one of ay two replies Janet claias | 
"declined* to make, I asked them to “please” call me COLLECT so ve could talk it out. I felt there had been an over-reaction. 

Their reply vas to call a mutual friend, instead, and rail at her as to hov they vere going to "ruin" Annie in fandom, Then the 
letters started going out. 

He fully expected that ve would take quite a bit of flack. But I never dreaged, in ay wildest fantasies, that the Darrows vould 
aake it so personal and so petty! That they would "go after" friends and aere associates of ours. "Demand" fans take sides! Demand 
ve be "denounced". Even "go after" fellow actors! 

The last time I dealt vith that kind of a vendetta was in elementary school! 


Another fan has charged that our original article suggested that Fans "boycott® Paul and his Cons. 

Annie and I never said that. What ve said vas that if the Tour plans went through - as then presented - that fans should be avare 
they were being viewed as so many vallets, And thus, should make their choice accordingly! 

We didn’t tell anybody to do or not to do anything. After outlining the reasons, ve said, basically, “Let the buyer beware", and 
told fans it was their choice!. 

Sone vould have fandon believe that Annie and I "attacked" Paul for no other reason than to "attack" Paul. Like ve had nothing 
better to do with our reputations. 

Do you think I’d risk four years of hard-won reputation for something so petty and petulant and Kindergarten as “bashing" Paul 
just because it seemed liked a fun thing to do? 

Our allegations were based on the word of people vho had actually been there and heard Paul speak. 

It is now in vriting and been given to the FA for publication at the end of this "Extra® edition. 


FAYE BULL CHRISTCHURCH NEW ZEALAND 

I hope the current furor will soon die a natural death without too aany feelings shattered. Whichever way it goes, the aain 
victim vill be B7 fandom; the issue of zines and cons vill be acadenic as there aay be no fans left. 

Anyway, I hope you're bearing up well. 1 enjoy your vriting and trust you'll continue to contribute for some tise yet. It may 
not seer like it at tines but all the hard vork you put into FA IS appreciated. It can be a bind at tiges, putting out a nevsletter, 
instead of going out for the evening so you have ay thanks for your dedication in that respect. 


LISA MILLRANEY BRENTWOOD IN 

The Pro-Fan wrangle would be anusing if it wasn't so sad. | sav vhat this kind of infighting did to DW fandom and I hope 
fervently that 87 doesn’t suffer the same fate. As a gore or less outsider, for whom phone calls and letters are the only contact 
vith other fans (you too/? ed), and vho has never even been to a con, I have to say that both sides have valid points. It looks to 
ae like some comnents by people on both ends of the disagreement vere taken the wrong vay, blown way up and taken too personally and 
became vehicles for attacks on individuals’ character. Which, as I said, is quite sad. Don’t suppose there's auch chance of these 
folks sitting down and talking things out, either. 

As for slash - it, like all forms of artistic expression, runs the gamut. At worst, it can be reprehensible, or aerely laughable; 
at best, moving and exciting. I see no reason to condemn a person for vhat they choose to read, or write. It's sad that someone 
apparently felt so strong a need to ingratiate theaselves vith a celebrity that they resorted to smearing other fans, or that other 
people are so narrow-minded as to sit in judgement based solely on the subject matter of a writer's vork, But, then that's the real 
world, ain't it? 

Me, I have several gay friends, and while I still can’t figure how anybody can justify getting Crockett & Tubbs in the sack, I'a 
not gonna burn a cross in anybody's yard over it. Last I looked, this vas a free country. 

Enough already. In closing, I want to say thanks. Through the FA, | made sy first contacts in fandoe and got my first stories 
published. Your newsletter has always been enjoyable, enlightening and asusing. 


Given the "Letters of Marque” I’ve been receiving fro England, I’m never sare what will next greet we in the nailbox - @ cease 
and desist order on the FA or an Ayatollah Hit Sqaad. 

Kathy Hansen of Hew Zealand sent we a cheery note in which she said, in effect, "Oh, by the way, I’ the one who gave your nave 
and pseud to Paul." Then goes on in a very chipper hope-we! re-still-friends-and-nothing-goes-sour-over-this tone. 

1 found her “honesty” rancid. And now she’s taken unbrage at ay “snitches” editorial in the ADDEKDU. 

The words in that editorial were carefally chosen to sting those at whow they were ained. And they know who they are. If the 
sting fits, near it. 

I have never BETRAYED 2 fellow writer. 

But there are sone people out there who'd give out Rushdie’s address. 


~\- 


RUTH S, HADLEY TIBURON CA 

This vhole business is truly gruescae. J refer to the situation as debated in the ADDENDUM, February '89. 

At least sone of this eess is caused by people vho can’t sees to read efficiently and tvist stateaents to suit theaselves. Such 
as claiaing that Linda said she'd print no rebuttals, vhen she said with “no specific nases attached". I like to read carefully, so 
I knov vhat ['e talking about. 

Oh, you're so right, Linda, it's auch harder and more honest to stay and fight. I'e a fighter; I care for B7 and ae staying, 
despite this incredible sangling. Sadly, 1 did drop DW fandoa because I just couldn't take it anyaore. I's daan tired of seeing 
things ripped apart, and though I'a an “snf", I think it’s tiae to help fight back. 

As far as Ia concerned, dear "Mr. and Mrs. Actor® vere rather catty - that hint at Annie stealing con funds vas low - but it’s 
hardly as if J enjoyed any of it. (Groan..). 

1 just vant to keep this fandom alive! 1 hate (DETEST) politics! Why can’t people just enjoy something without ripping it up?? 
[t's long past tise to regroup, approach things vith some sanity, and atteapt sose unity. Have a little fan, Is that so $&($)z"° 
ispossible? 

When our illustrious "Mr. Actor" goes on a long, libelous assault against a single fan because she’s displeased hia, that’s just 
degenerating into sliae-slinging. And yet there are those vho vill read his unfortunate editorial, buy it all, and blacklist the 
victia, saying she started it all. (Sase vith "Mrs. Actor’s® claias). I notice that certain people can’t stand those vho stand up 
for honor, vho defend theaselves and speak out. 

And "Hrs. Actor® stating that the Editor vill not answer, vhen she’s already done so tvice, and calling her “malign®... vell, it 
shovs a selective seaory, not to mention a taste for eelodraaa. 

As for traitors, snots vho blithely give out nages of vriters - maybe as soe twisted revenge only they understand - vell, there 
are tiaes vhen J syapathize vith Avon's style. ‘Betray ae and you die’, I’ve come to call it. It was Honor - an extreae fora, but 
it suited hie. 

About this whole Slash business - I personally can't defend it other than this way: it's your right to read/write vhat you want 
if it doesn’t hurt others. Believe as you vant under the same condition. I don't see the writers forcing people to read it under 
threat of death! J don’t like it, but that gives ae no right to go on a vitch hunt. Leave these people in peace! If you don't like 
it - ignore it. Don't go on a aad, repressive censorship spree! Don’t try to ‘ruin® people vho are in this for vhat should be fun! 
What gives you the right to be ‘guardians’? (More like “pain in the ass’...). 

Nov, I got into fandos to find fellovship, people vho'd understand ay interests, to get avay from brats like these. Well, they're 
in fandom too, | discovered long ago! That's a shame. I've been trashed for standing up for ayself. Most recent case vas a pig vho 
chose to take offense at vhat I said, thrashed ge and had a psycho tantrum at the very idea that | sassed back in self-defense. And 
this vas a "fan". A “fan® who ignores all but her own opinions and shuns those vho think differently. Seeas to belong back in 
aundanity, and it'd be nice if it cravled back there. | used to think science fiction fans knev a little something aore about 
tolerance. Don't prove ee vrong, please. 

Re: Susan Glasgow's "Aserican are taught to think for. theaselves® and Linda’s vondering about the US/Brit gap. Well, we in the US 
don't seea so capable of thinking, lately. Thought control rules in a big vay, it seeas, and people are getting punished for daring 
to think differently. 1 for one have had all of it I can take. 1 rebel and demand: learn to think! You have a brain for a reason. 
Stop going along vith what everyone else calls truth (vhich is usually infested vith hypocrisy) and gain some individuality. 1 know 
very well about those vho disapprove of self-expression. Dare to be a rebel! Isn't that what BLAKES 7 is all about? 

I freely adait to being a "trouble aaker’, and I like it. No “good little fan” act for ae, thank you. 


This entire “affliction’ in B7 fandos cones down to “anquestioning sapport’ or thisting for yoarsel/. Which is, indeed, what 
Blake was fighting for. 

I coaldn’t fail Blake angaore than I coald fail ayself. Wot after being ix this fandop since 1984. 

By the way, I’ve foand that "nedia’ fans and SF fans aren't necessarily the sase aninal. Media fans sovetines take a very narrow 
view. I’ve pet all too aany Media fans who thiat Science Fiction starts and ends with STAR TREK. They are wissiag so pach! 

I've net and worked with both, and the ‘real’ aainstreas SF fans tend to be genainely nore tolerant. Bat it’s not set is 
concrete. 


CARL NICASTRO POTTSVILLE PA 

I just received the special "Controversy" ADDENDUM to FA. I had not wanted to get into this, but, since J aaa B7 fan (no aatter 
how ‘novice’ ay status), I suppose I ae entitled to ay opinion and obligated to express it. (That's what this is all aboat! ed). 

I have just gotten back from GAMBIT Con. It vas the first con I ever attended, and it vas excellent. If it vas intended to be a 
"Kiss and Nake Up* Con, it aight have succeeded on aany levels. Not being a aind-reader, I have no idea vhether the rifts vere 
aended or not. I know Terry Nation spoke out during the first tvo Guest Panels (I had to depart on Sunday and thus aissed the 
third), and expressed his views. Then those of Paul and Janet. Gareth and Jackqueline also spoke up, and Gareth tried his best to 
kill rumors that he and Paul vouldn’t appear together (Jf yoo only knew RON hard Gareth TRIED at GAMBIT... ed). 

I vant to say up front, having never set Paul Darrow, I don’t know what's going on in his eind or vhat vas really intended. As a 
seei-iapartial observer (as a news reporter, one learns to look objectively at both sides), 1 can see good in both arguments. What 
is vrong vith an absolute guarantee that a Star, perhaps your personal favorite, will attend a Con? Nothing! Such an ironclad 
prosise in a fan’s drean' On the other hand, I can see why people say becoae upset because it vould tend to (at first glance), 


coanercialize fandom and bring it dovn to the CREATICN Con level. The very nature of fandoa it its unpredictable, off the vall 
quality. I sav a hell of a lot of that at GAMBIT, and 1! loved it. I vouldn’t want to see the fans lose their zaniness. 

Let's consider a few facts here, nov. This is Aserica, in case nobody has noticed. Terry and Paul are free to set up their own 
kind of Cons, if they vant. Fans are free to attend or not, if they vant. The “Pro-Cons® won't take ALL the stars -avay from us, 
and, if ve really vant to see certain stars, at certain tiaes of the year, ve'll know vhere they can definitely be found. I know hov 
I felt vhen I first signed up for GAMBIT, then heard that ay #1 favorite, Jacqueline Pearce, wasn’t coming. I still decided to 
attend the con because I wanted to aeet the people I corresponded vith, and buy zines, but | felt a bit empty. When I heard 
Jacqueline vas, in fact, coming, it made all the difference. I also aet surprise guest Brian Croucher, and that made ay day and 
turned ee into a raving travisite (Travesty'?) as vell! 

As to fan fiction, this is a very iaportant area to ae since I's a writer and hope to publish tvo zines ayself this year, one 
dedicated to Servalan and the other a female slash zine. I certainly don't vant to see a "With Hunt" on and an ‘approved stable of 
vriters set up by the stars, but the very idea of this happening is ludicrous in itself. Once again, look around. Aserica - purple 
sountains’ aajesty and all that rot. Danait, nobody is forcing anyone to do anything' (sorry, bat Ar. Darrow has wade a blatent 
atteapt to blacklist ay photos, Leah's aré and Annie's zines, ed), But in-fighting vill destroy us all? Can ve afford that? I 
think not! 1, for one, plan to stay in B7 fandoe for life (or whatever happens). I do not vant to lose the fan friends | sade, and 
the friendships J] reinforced at GAMBIT. All the sage, J do not vant to alienate auyself from the stars. | was involved in one 
fandom that tore itself apart years ago - ‘Dark Shadows". Too many people (this tine, Big Name Fans and regular fans) vanted a hand 
in running the Cons. The losers, vere, ultimately, the regulars. I have never attended a DS Con, and nov, with the affairs located 
halfvay across the country, I von't ever get the chance. I don’t vant to see this happen to B7. It can't and von't, if ve all get 
our heads on straight and Jook at our priorities. 

And for God's sake, stop the personal attacks! I was shocked to see such venoa in the recent FA ADDENDUM. If Paul has to react 
vith anger, show hia the fans WILL not copy his attitude. By meeting anger vith anger, nothing is accoaplished, By aeceting it vith 
tolerance and understanding, so auch trouble cculd have been averted. A worse scenario can be averted if ve only sake the effort! 
(for ay part, I’ve been paking jast that effort since the ‘naaghty’ FA went out in Decenber. I've done nothing to anybody except get 
on with publishing the addendas and FA. ed). 38 


As to slash and whether it’s appropriate or not: again, the people ve're writing about are Characters, not the real actors and 
actresses! Nevertheless, I can understand the need for secrecy. I write female slash under pen-nanes. I vrite straight stories 
under ay real nase, It's not exactly eabarrasseeent; Agericans are just a bit more sensitive about these things than Brits and 
Europeans. Of course, Paul and Janet are curious as to why Aserican writers von't identify theaselves vith slash; they vere raised 
in a society vhere sone things are just open and above ground. America, the land of the Free and the Hore of the Brave, is also a 
hotbed of homophobia and gay bashing. It's an unusual paradox, but the one country in the world that is totally free is also very 
backward in its harboring of old prejudices. 

So auch for that. Now everybody please shake hands, make up and stop acting like babies! Let vhat comes happen in its own tiee. 
At least ve'll still all be here when the saoke clears, if ve act aature about this. I do agree vith one statesent Paul eade - it 
von't vork to sit and pretend this will go avay. Everybody has to get involved. That's why I’m writing nov. The REAL fans are 
those vho vrite the stories, go to cons (when they can), get involved. I have never felt a real part of fandom until nov. { don’t 
vant to lose ay very big and wonderful over a petty squabble! 

I leave you vith this: let the fan aotto be: “We're not stupid, ve're not expendable, AND WE'RE SURE AS HELL NOT GOING!" 


Part of the very point of this “sqoabble” was to bring to fans BOTH sides. That sone very totalitarian statepents have been nade. 
That contenpt was shown for fans. That sone very totalitarian noves were/are being sade toward Fan Cons. Annie and I took a stand 
and gave fans the "other side’. 

It was Paal who tarned it into a personal vindictive. Annie and I went to print. I offered Paal a special edition of the FA for 
his views. Paal then sent arcand his letter attacking Annie specifically - not even innuendo, bat flat oat statesents. Attack, 
attack, control, contra] - and never once addressed the issaes. 

That took it very nach beyond a squabble. 

A pajor Fan Con was “interferred” with. 

- Neither Annie nor I have turned anybody in, nor threatened anybody, nor blacklisted anybody, nor speared any repatations, sor 
passed aroand private letters, nor gone on whisper caspaigns. All of which have been done AGAINST US. What we have to say is IN 
PRINT! It's astonishing the nanber of fans who tell ae they think they tnow what I know I didn’t say. 


D. BEETEM HOUSTON TX 

1 keep hearing about the B7 Con flap, and it makes ae vant to cravl into a hole! Such a lot of bad vibes, and so pointless. I've 
been on a lot of Con Cons and I just don’t think the aoney is there to run at a profit. 

I have heard that sonebody sent soae slash stories to Darrow - anonysously - and the idea makes ee shudder. That (if true ((it’s 
true.ed)), is so nasty to Darrov, the fans, the authors, everybody. If somebody vanted to stand up and be counted, I guess ['d have 
to say "Well, her morality isn’t ine." But anonynous!? 

Fortunately, I’ve never been in fandom for the stars. Acting is their job. J vish thee vell, if they vant to come to ay library 
and vatch ae vork, fine. Other than that, I auch prefer cons vithout guests - they are aundanes after all. 


What's carioas about this, is Janet’s “sadder” reaction to the “porno” story involving “Paal and Janet’ rather than Avon and ... 
She sates it sound as thoagh she jast received a» anonynoas copy of this last Fall and that started it all. I reveaber distinctly 
her telling a spall group of as about that saee ‘rade’ story on the pool deck at OMNICON OVER A YEAR AGO! 

At that tive, we told her about slash; where it case Trop, why it’s called slash; why it is written; why pseads are ased, ete. 
FACE TO FACE with Janet Darrow! OVER A YEAR AGO! How she’s acting like she jast discovered it. Ard it’s not a slash story, bat 
heteroerotica. 

And sone in the fandow have been “hearing” about this story for several years now. Bat I don’t know anyone nho has ever actaally 
seenlread a copy, except the Darrous! 

She has been sent at least one genuine slash story - “Nearly Beloved/Rogue” - anonynoasly! 

What I receive “anonyaoasly’ I file in the trash. Sonebody, on the other hand, seeas to nant to file as writers is the trash! 

fot all the "Ayatollahs” are in Iran! 

And how cose it is jast the writers who are the Great Satans? Slash has to be PUBLISHED before it can be READ. 

Get real. [t 1S there and it IS read. Even when it’s not pablished! There are vast andergroand libraries of it oat there. Nith 
I-o-n-g waiting lists. : 

Bat it is easier to threaten the writers. Heaven forbid sone of the publishers ever released their lists of who bays their slash. 
A lot of fan “Ayatollahs’ woald be caaght oat! 

So which pot is calling which kettle black? 


DEBBIE HICKS RIVERVIEW FL 
1. On guests getting paid. Issac Asimov, a aan who can ake sore soney staying home and finishing a book than any actor except 


for maybe Sly Stallone, said af WORLDCON in 1980, "Any person who charges a fee to go aeet his fans is a fool vho hasn't yet figured 
out vho’s paying the bills.’ 


2, Fan cons vs Pro cons. Fan “gatherings® will continue. They @ay just have to change fora. There aren't any ST or DW cons in 
Tampa anyrore. There is NECRONOMICON: a con which features DW videos, ST authors, B7 panels, and, gasp, even slash panels. And, 
rost of all, fans encountering other fans! 

In 1987, CREATIONS Cons scheduled a con on the saae weekend as NECRO. (We like to think this vas an accident.) They had 
nevspaper ads. TV and radio tie. We had six years of fans having fun. They had 250 people, ve had 600 (and sost of “their’ 250 
ended up at HECRO! ed). There were tvo CREATIONS in 1989, dovn from four, and none scheduled in 1989. 

3. Slash writing and pen names. Did you know that in some states it is against the lav to eail sexually graphic stories? Did 
you know that sone writers work at Catholic hospitals or for Baptist deacons? Did you know that many vriters consider it part of the 
fun of vriting to go by another nase? Did you know that there are probably as many reasons for using a pen nase as there are pen 
naaes? 

If you pick up a straight "Pros" or mixed zine, you sight see the naae Debra Hicks. If you pick up a slash "Pros" of mixed zine, 
you might see the nane Debra Hicks. I'm not ashamed of vhat I write. I wouldn't be doing it if f vas. If you don’t like slash - 
don't buy it. But don’t you dare tell me what 1 should or should not read and write’ If you think I's a pervert, that's your 
opinion, [t's worth is what I choose to place on if. 

As for actors being upset by vhat I write ... I write about characters with nages like Bodie, Doyle, Hilya, and Erik. They are 
fictional characters' The above stateaents apply to actors as vell. Their opinion is no more iaportant than soaeone else's, 


*“Soncone” asted we hon could | loot Gareth in the face when I wrote slash? Curiously, I write slash about Blake and Avon and 
Vila, et al. I’ve never seen the nane “Gareth” or “Paal’ in one of py stories. 

I write slash because I want to. I will continae to write slash because | want to. 

And I isagine I'I! continue to be “tarned in® becaase sopeone else wants to. 


MARY ORWIG MILAN JL 

As a relative nevconer to fandom, and being soxevhat isolated geographically froa the sajor centers of B7 fandos (yoo too? ed), it 
sonetines takes avhile for ae to catch on to itens of interest inside the group. [ recently received and read the by-now infasaous 
"Anonyaous" letter by Ann Worthae, various fan reactions to this letter, and the statenents distributed by Paul Darrow and Janet Lees 
Price. It seeas to ae that the subject is one of great importance and impact on each and every B7 fan. 


Le) 


I hope you vill not object if for the gost part I use the teras "Mr. and Mrs. Actor" vhen referring to certain B7 personalities. 
While eost of your readers vill no doubt knov to vhoa I aa referring, J vould just as soon not nase naaes and be threatened vith a 
libel suit. 

Perhaps ay fannish isolation has given ae a different perspective on the entire situation, but on the face of it I get a feeling 
of massive over-reaction from all of the principles. 

After reading Hs. Worthan’s statement in THE FEDERATION ARCHIVES, and Hs. Terrell’s accompanying comments, I get the iapression of 
concern for other fans who do not reacaber the not-so-distant sess vith Pro-Con/Fan-Cons in DOCTOR WHO fandom in the early 80's. 
Huch of Ann's stateaent I read as a brief history of the actions and attitudes by Con Committees, Con Organizers, and eajor Actor 
Personalities. She also indicates that she and others have observed siailar attitudes developing inside B7 fandoa, and that One 
Actor in particular is taking steps to controlcertain areas of Fannish Activity. Ann did not nase this Actor, though sany fans seca 
to have identified hina correctly (I didn’t. But as [ said, I’ fairly naive and isolated). 

Linda Terrell in her FA statenent, appears to have acted in a responsible manner, trying to verify Ms. Worthaa’s allegations vith 
those parties @ost involved, and received at least partial confiraation from eany sources. Atteapts to get any cosaent from Hr. 
Actor, either confirration or denial, appeared to be in vain until Mr. Actor issued his statesent to fan groups all over - but not to 
either Linda or Ann. Perhaps Ms. Wortham and Terrell overreacted, but considering their experience vith DW fandoa, I consider their 
reactions justified - especially in light of Ms. Terrell's efforts to get straight answers on the aatter. 

I consider Mr. Actor's reaction to be quite a different aatter. 

As 1 do not have Hr. Actor’s staterent here in front of ae at the moment, I cannot discuss each of his allegations as thoroughly 
(and doubtless aore politely) as they deserve. Whatever the truth or falsity of the alleged Pro/Fan Convention proposal, I regard 
Mr. Actor’s personal attack on Ann Wortham to be distasteful, unprofessional, and (no pun intended) unvorthy of a aan of his position 
and calibre. I have never aet this aan nor been personally exposed to his chara, goodvill and generosity. My previous good opinion 
of Mr. Actor has been based on his ovn obvious skills as an actor, but also upon positive feedback from fellow fans who think very 
highly of hia, Ironically, this included the very same lady he so viciously attacks in his stateaent, 

Hany of Hr. Actor's objections are regarding stateaents that (to ae, at least) deal vith the past probleas vith DOCTOR WHO fandos. 
It also seeas to ae, and again, I ay be aistaken in this, that sone of the stateaents he attributes to Ms. Worthae vere actually 
nade by Ns. Terrell. Several of his points do stick out in ay aind as badly needing some discussion. 

Mr. Actor clairs that he vas aisquoted and out of context. This is probably true. Many people have that problea. It seeas to be 
a comson hazard for public, popular personalities. 

Mr. Actor says the reason he has not been to SCORPIO in the past tvo years is a) he has been vorking - TRUE, and b) SCORPIO is not 


B7, it is ROBIN OF SHERWOOD - UNTRUE! Though I can see how it might appear that vay. I attended last year's SCORPIO VI and I got 
the iapression that ROS was more or less in default of 87 - primarily because of the unavailability of major 87 personalities. 
Despite this, both cons vere definitely focussed on B7. 

Mr. Actor several times claias that Ann is a liar because many fans can testify to his dedication, generosity, etc. He also 
isplies that because she writes slash fiction she is a liar. This in a non-sequitar that leaves ae puzzled and angry, as it also 
isplies that all Ann writes is slash. This is desonstrably untrue! Ann is co-writer of the very well-received BIZARRO SEVEN series, 
as vell as Fan avard winning serious fiction such as “Last Stand At The Edge OF The World® (also co-authored vith Leah Rosenthal). 
Ms. Wortham edits a series of adult zines, which contain slash fiction - vhether Ann herself writes slash, I do not know. Ann's 
"zines do carry consuaer varning labels, and she does not force people to buy thea. I ovn tvo of her adult ‘zines, and find thea 
tasteful and frequently husorous. Like so aany things, offense is in the eye of the beholder. 

Wr. Actor also igplies that Ms. Worthae has aisappropriated convention funds. This is a serious charge. It seems to ee that 
along vith Mr. Actor's repeated staterents that Ann Worthaa is a liar, in a semi-public forua, that Ann Worthas aay have a good legal 
case against Mr. Actor for slander, libel or, at the least, defaaation of character. 

Mr. Actor describes Ms. Wortham as self-serving, selfish, jealous and hate-filled. He also goes on at sose length regarding his 
ovn selfless, generous and loving efforts in the past on behalf of the fans. While 1! have heard of this froa other fans, 
consistantly, I aust still consider this hearsay (folloving Hr. Actor's apprent rules of definition). 1 have experienced, 
personally, Ms. Worthaa’s generousity and friendship. Annie has her faults. Everyone does. I ayself could accuse ae of such faults 
it's a wonder I haven't been declared an earthquake zone. I do not think that deliberate deceit is one of Ann’s faults. 1 do not 
think deliberate aaliciousness is either. I believe that Ann presented the facts as she perceived thea to be, not cut of salicious 
intent, but to alert other fans as to the possibility and to allow confiraation if true, and correction if not. 

A nuaber of persons have confiraed that there vas discussion of the "Fan/Pro Convention" idea. The intention behind the proposed 
tour may have been positive; the aethod of presentation vas extreaely flaved, leading to confusion, aisinterpretation and alarm in a 
fandom largly corposed of people who had seen aassive corruption and the like only a fev years ago in another, sinilar fandoa. As | 
said before, it seers that everyone overracted, but it vas the result of faulty communications, aisinforsation, aisinterpretation, 
and a lack of a constructive, corrective response froe the persons aost likely involved. As I understand it, Mr. Actor was invited 
to provide such a response; he declined, then proceeded to issue his stateaent regarding Ms. Worthan to a nuaber of different 
publications - but neglected to confront Ann directly. Calling a person a liar, specifically by nase, behind her back, is hardly a 
constructive, corrective response. 

Hr. Actor had his chance and he blew it. Not only that, he has used his not inconsiderable influence to blacken Ann Worthaa's 
nage. Annie's stateaent nased no nases; Mr. Actor has aentioned hers prominently and many tiees. Ann's statement vas not aalicious 
in intents can the same be said for Mr. Actor? 

Mr. Actor oves Ann Wortham an apology. 

T rather doubt she will get one. ! vould be very glad to be sistaken. Unless, of course, to be aistaken is to be a liar. 

I'a sure there are plenty of things aore f could say about Mr. Actor, but I think it eay be tise to give Mrs. Actor equal tise. 
Hrs. Actor's loyalty in defending her husband is adairable, but her aethods are not. I have been known on occasion to autter nasty 
things about ay husband's ex-vife - but never in a public forua, and I have never deliberately sent accusatory and derisive letters 
to her friends, asseciates and neighbors. Mrs. Actor's aain complaint against Ms. Worthas appears to be that she had the audacity to 
doubt Mr. Actor's intentions, character, etc. - in short, pretty euch the saee as Mr. Actor's coaplaint. Her coaplaint against As. 
Terrell seens to be primarily that Ms. Terrell a) had the audacity to print Us. Worthaa’s statesent and (horrors) agree with it, b) 
Ms. Terrell vrites slash (really??), and c) that Ms. Terrell has refused to identify or confire the identities of other slash 
vriters. 

Hrs. Actor vants to know why slash writers hide behind pen nases. I believe Ns. Terrell gives several good reasons in her FA 
ADDENDUM. Why do slash writers use pseudenyas (a perfectly legal and acceptable practice, centuries old and used extensively today 
in aany areas of literature)? Quite probably for auch the sane reason I do not tell friends and casual acquaintances about several 
episodes in ay own life. Because there exists a group of narrov-ainded, extremely vocal and rather poverful people who vould gladly 
call me names, fill my mailbox vith hate letters, and hell, probably burn a cross on ay front lavn (vhich vould constitute a public 
fire hazard, annoy the neighbors and upset ay dog) siaply because I do not subscribe to their rules of behavior. These people have 
aright to their opinions; I have a right not to have their opinions shoved down ay throat. For this reason I do not flaunt ay past 
actions, vhich by the way vere coapletely legal, necessary and none of anyone else's daan business. I have never vritten slash; I's 
not sure I have the necessary imagination to write slash, Soveday | ray give it a try. I shall certainly use a pen nape, as I have 
the right to protect aysel!, ay friends and ay family fron such abuse by saall-ainded but poverful persons vho believe in forcing 
others to live by their hate-filled and intolerant philosophy. 

People vho know ae know vhen I feel strongly about something. 1 do not noraally use vords such as "hell® and ‘daan* in everyday 
conversation. This is a subject I feel very stronaly about indeed. 


Hrs. Actor seems to find the idea that she and Mr. Actor hold great and avesome pover over fans amusing. It is not at all 
anusing. I find it hard to believe tht Mr. and Mrs. Actor are unavare of the influence they actually have over other people. There 
are hundreds, perhaps thousands of fans on at least three continents vho vill believe anything that they (Mr/Mrs Actor) say - siaply 
because of vho they are. If Nr/Mrs Actor say that Ann Worthae is a vile voman and that Linda Terrell is a malign influence, these 
fans will believe it. Never sind vhether it's actually true; if the Actors say so, it sust be so. And fans are nothing if not vocal 
about their displeasure. They vill write letters, blacklist people and zines, and boycott conventions. From what Ms. Terrell says 


in regards to FREEDOM CITY, this is already happening. 

And Hrs. Actor finds the idea of such avesore pover anusing. 

‘ Not so 1on aus I looked forvard to sony seeting these pevete: Not anyaore. By their actions and self-righteous attitude, 

ey have forfeited what good opinion I held thea in previously. I find their actions intolerable, unprofessional, and vith ealice 
aforethought. I do not condean Mr/Mrs Actor for wanting to make an honest living; 1 do not object to the alleged proposed Fan/Pro 
Convention. 1 do object to the abusive use of their power over fans as B7 celebrities to blackeail, villify and slander persons vho 
used their God-and State-given rights to ask questions and fore their ovn opinions. 

In writing this letter, I have no doubt placed ayself on someone's Hit List (it’s getting crowded! ed). This doesn’t bother ae 
too auch. In the past, I have been declared “persona non grata" by groups of ay supposed peers because I vould not cry “Witch'® and 
join the lynch mob. I do not desert ay friends. Ann Wortham is ay friend. Although I have only met her once, briefly, because of 
her courage and principles as revealed by her aany statenents in the FA, I vould be proud to call Linda friend. 


As for Mr. and Hrs. Actor, I do not know thea. I do not vant to know thea. J aa not stupid, they are expendable, and I am not 
going. 


ANNITA SMITH DALLAS 1X 

I think a little clarification should be in order regarding the tera “BNF*. I have been involved sarginally in fandos since the 
aid-70's, first in STAR TREK and aost recently in B7 fandoa. I have no idea vho coined the tera "Big Naae Fan® bit of late it seeas 
to have taken on some rather nasty connotations vhich I] think the aajority of those honored/inflicted with the title do not deserve. 
Granted, there are those fans out there vho would like nothing better than to be the “big fish® in the pond, to have the actors’ 
attention and favor sore than aost. I ae not denying that these people exist, but just as there are all types of people in the 
vorld, good and bad and the airiad shadings in betveen, so are the BNF's individuals vith their ovn good and bad qualities. 

First of all, let's reaeaber how the BNF’s got to be BNF’s. You don't get a name by sitting around and doing nothing. Host of 
these people are the ones who vorked to perpetuate the fandoa. They are the writers, the artists, the organizers of conventions. 
They have vorked hard at spreading the vord and sharing vith others what they found. Naturally, those vho vere in the forefront of 
B7 fandoa in the early years have known the stars and been knovn by thea better and longer than those vho veren't so involved, or for 
so long. Those of us vho are seal! nage or no-nase fans recognize their nages because ve have seen thea in the bylines of our 
favorite stories, as editors of the zines ve buy, recognize thea froa KC-in a convention event or froe their wonderful artvork. 

I suggest ve get off this thing about the "nasty BNF’s" vho vant to ruin things for the rest of us and reaeaber that vithout thea 
there vouldn’t be anything for the rest of us! 

A couple of weeks ago, J attended GAMBIT in Nevark, New Jersey. 1 vould like to coapliaent the Con-Com for bringing the fans a 
great convention experience. The prograaeing and the dealers’ roca vere vell organized and ran surprisingly close to schedule for a 
convention. The guests were uproarious and from the coaments I heard, everyone had a vonderful tiae. 

Still, there vas a shadow of controversy. This rift in B7 fandos has developed far out of proportion. Its origins are credited 
to a letter written by Ann Wortham. 1 think it is iaportant to reseaber that actions and statesents of others precipitated Ms. 
Worthaa’s response to a situation that was developing in fandoa, Ms. Worthaa vas expressing her concerns. The last tise 1 checked, 
this vas a free country and everyone still had the right to express their opinions as long as they do not slander or libel anyone. 
There were no naaes vhatsoever used in Ns. Worthaa’s letter. 

The events that folloved have been chronicled in print. The response to Ms. Worthaa’s letter has included personal attacks on her 
and those vho supported her, including those vho organized and produced GAMBIT. That is the reason Ms. Worthaa’s letter vas printed 
anonyaously, to avoid any retaliation against the convention. 

I think it is tiae this all stopped. If the escallation of this problem continues, it will degenerate into armed casps. Too eany 
people vho don't have all the facts are taking sides. The best thing ve can all do is drop it. Some people seea unvilling to do 
this. 

Having said this, there is one thing J feel I have to state, At GAMBIT, Terry Nation read a stateaent from Paul Darrow in vhich 
he said, aaong other things, that his invitation to GAMBIT had been vithdravn. This is not true. During the last veek in Septeaber 
(the 26th, I believe), three friends and I attended Paul's play in Croyden while ve vere on vacation in England. We spoke to Paul 
after the play and he told us that he had just found out (that day) that he had got a part in a new play (Alibi for Marder) and vould 
have to decline the invitation to GAMBIT. I vas there and I heard it. Folloving this cancellation (which the GAMBIT Con Com have in 
writing), arrangeaents vere made for other guests. Let's keep our facts straight on this: Mr. Darrow cancelled his appearance, not 
the GAMBIT Con Cor. 

Let's get back to enjoying the series and get out of petty politics and placing blaae. 


P.N. ELROD FORT WORTH TX 

I've got your latest letter vith Paul's statement vhich Terry read at GAMBIT. As a fanzine writer and editor, you knov vhere | 
stand on the issue of freedom of speech or any other fora of expression. As for the resst of this brouhaha, I feel this vhole thing 
should be a private affair between the people involved and vould prefer to remain a happily neutral fan. It is a philosophy I've 
applied in other areas of ay life and it vorks pretty well. Case in point, I'm good friends vith tvo different fan groups vho vould 
cheerfully cut each other's throats, but they know I am truly neutrals villing to listen to both sides but refusing to take sides, 
just offering syapathy and an ear to listen to their various gripes. (And I never offer advice unless it’s asked for). 

I vould like to apply such neutrality to this situation, except that Paul is disparagingly coaparing those of us vho stand appart, 
to P. Pilate, Esq. It strikes ae as a rather extreee attitude: if you're not for @e, you're against ne. It also raises the question 
of the logical inference that Paul is comparing hiaself to Jesus Christ. I am not saying that this situation is unieportant to the 
individuals involved, but let's have a little perspective here, huh? The only thing I want is ay freedoe of choice, whether it is a 
popular choice or not. 

Personally, I've always had syapathy for Pilate, who got stuck in the aiddle of an extresely nasty upheaval not of his doing. : 
think he handled it rather vell under the circunstances. Because I aa interested in this situation and in the people infolved I's 
nat exactly washing ay hands, but I wish to be neutral, enjoy fandos and do this vithout incurring the conteapt of an actor vho does 
not know ae, or alienating the friends who do. To paraphrase another great Arerican - Elvood P. Dowd - I can be oh, so clever or oh, 
so kind - vell, this white rabbit likes to be kind. I vant to be free to enjoy the conpany of both sides and leave politics and 

rsonal vars that are really none of ay business out of it. 
i a what it's vorth, rele ay wal declaration of neutrality: | vill not spread ruaors, lie, snitch or suck up to actors or 
ANF’s and hope they have the good taste to return the favor. [ will continue to listen to all sides vith interest and syapathy and 
treat all comers as individuals, not issues, and optioistically hope things vill settle dewn to everyone's satisfaction. 

So nove over, Pontius, you've got company on the bench. 


oo CL 


JANE CARNALL EDINBURGH SCOTLAND 

For various reasons, two controversies appear to have got tangled up in each other. This response is only to the stash 
controversy, for the very siaple reason that as J live in the UK, the Pro-Fan-Con-troversy is none of my concern. It’s all taking 
place in another country; and besides, the real truth of such a matter is alvays very difficult to vork out, vhat vith accusations 
and counter-accusation and counter-counter-accusation, and the insults and personalities that suddy the vater. 

What it comes down to, finally, is; wwho do you believe? 

I don't know Paul Darrow or Terry Nation at all; I know both Annie Wortham and Linda Terrell! personally, and while we've had our 
disagreeaents, I trust their integrity and would take their vord against a stranger's, if I had nothing else to go on, which I don’t 
~ and nor does anyone else, unless they were taping the entire con at which this leaked or at which the irresponsible rumours and 
outright lies vere made up, depending vhich version you believe. 

From the press release vhich I’ve seen, the proposed conventions sound haraless enough. Whatever Paul Darrow and Terry Nation aay 
vant to call thea, they vill not, of course, be fannish cons, but aay succeed in being reasonably enjoyable fan-type for-profit cons. 
In any case, vhatever vas or was not planned or intended for this tour, whatever changes eay have been aade for public opinion, and 
vhether or not US fans vill consider it vorthvhile going to them, it is still none of ay concern nor of any other UK fan who isn’t 
planning to go along. Let US fandon vork it out. I just vant to stay friends vith all ay fannish friends over there. 


JEAN AIREY AURORA IL 

I should like to apologize to the Rabble Rousers of St. Louis for any distress I aay have inadvertently caused thea by questioning 
the treataent of the guests at the recent TARDISCON. My reference to the treateent of Colin Baker and Michael Keating vas strictly 
intended as a question to a recent convention which had both a DW guest who regularly comeands a hefty fee and a B7 guest who has 
been known to come just for expenses. I vas told by Linda Evans of the Rabble Rousers at “Gaabit® that their group knev nothing at 
all of what the con offered Colin to come, that their group sade arrangements vith Michael vith every atteapt in mind to give hia the 
treataent he requested, and that, as far as they could tell, he vas satisfied vith the arrangesent they autually agreed on. In ay 
ovn "rush to print*, I appear to have caused some individuals to read ay question as an accusation against the Rabble Rousers vhen 
such vas certainly not ay intention. I hope that Linda and the rest of the Rabble Rousers vill accept ay sincere apology. 


CARLYE CUTCLIFFE JACKSONVILLE FL 
Your addendua vas very interesting. I never expected to see anything appear in it by an actor from B7, including Mr. Darrov. 
I support you in your stand and agree vith you wholeheartedly. 
I do not approve of the way Mr. Darrow degraded you or Ann Worthaa, or anyone else. 


LEIGH ARNOLD VAN NUYS CA 

I had sat down and written a friend overseas about the so-called "controversy® sweeping American B7 fandom, when I realised - 
there vas no problea! Look at it. The hysterical original statements that there vould be control of the fandos, control of the 
zines, of cons, of art. That just ain't happening. And it's not because “Ancnyaous® and her hysterical friend juaped to “protect” 
us and save us. It hasn't happened because it was never going to happen. 

At the tiae when I first received the statements, I assumed some points vere gross exaggerations of some siaple facts. That 
turned out to be true. I thought soee other points vere outright lies. That also turned out to be true. There are some facts which 
have remained fixed. That also turned out to be true. There are sone facts which have remained fixed (although the pro-tour, still 
in its planning stages, is naturally subject to change) yet "Anonyaous" and her friend have sisconstrued those facts froa the 
beginning, and any atteapt at clarification is called "changing the tune’. 

There vas a claia, for example, that the pr-cons would be held in cities and at tiaes to rival local fan-run cons. The locations 
of those cities depends on vhat the fans there themselves vant. That has alvays been true. There was only one city actually under 
discussion, hovever, where there is no regular 87 fan-run con, and where the fans vere eager to be involved. That city vas San 
Diego, and it vas cuiously not mentioned in the stateaents. Why? Perhaps because “Ancnyaous" could’t get anyone to panic over a con 
held in San Diego. Perhaps “Anonymous” didn’t have her facts at all straight. Or just perhaps "Anonyaous® vas flat lying in order 
to raise alynch eob against Paul Darrov. If this one basic fact has been twisted, how auch of any of her statement can one take as 
true? Very little. 

There vas a claia of art control, that certain artists would pay a 50% commission to join the pro con. The fact is that in 
addition, aark that, in addition to the usual art shows and auctions and the usual fees, soe artists would be COMMISSIONED to do 
special art prosoting the con (i.e. t-shirts, mugs... the sort of thing you see at any fan-con), for 50% of the profits. 
"Anonyaous" pulled tvo vords out - “coasissioned” and "50%" - and tried to sake that sound like control. . 

And then there’s zine control, and I's certain "Anonymous" and her friends vill make a big issue of this. A few writers and zine 
editors have already voluntarily blacklisted theaselves, One adaits so in the Federation Archives Addendua. Terry Nation didn’t do 
that. Paul Darrow didn’t do that. Janet Darrow didn’t do that. They did it to theaselves. Why? They like aartyrdom, I suppose. 
I dunno. I do know that slash is not the issue but serely a part of the problea "Anonymous" and her friends are creating. At 
Revelcon in San Diego, ve had a slash panel, and Terry Nation presided. We discussed the issue maturely and rationally. We didn't 
seek his approval and he didn't seek excuses. The panel broke up vith UNDERSTANDING on all sides. Almost all probleas can be 
cleared up in a rational, aature DISCUSSION. 

I'm sure this will come up, so... is it zine control if Terry Nation or Paul Darrow ask "Anonyaous” and her tuo friends to no 
longer use thea or their creations in their zines? That depends if you think that after aaligning Terry Nation and Paul Darrov, 
hurting hia and his wife, and distressing @any fans as vell, one still has a “right” to their faces and creations, 

Attorneys for Michael Keating and Paul Darrow have issued a cease and desist, that "Anonyaous” and her two friends are 1B onge! 
alloved to use their images in anything and I've no doubt that "Anonysous" will start screaming that they are atteapting control ; 
I think that a person vould have a great deal of gal! to attempt any gain (be it aonetary, fane, prestige, popularity or anything) 
froa someone they've spent a greal deal of effort to aalign and hurt. Don't forget. It's Terry Nation's: characters and universe, 
and I think he's been incredibly generous vith it. It’s his right to put a halt to anything that hurts hia, hovever. Instead, he 
supports the fandom. But you can’t ask hia to support people who hurt hia, his creation, and his friends. 

The biggest question I had to answer ay overseas friend vas: Why? Well, Faul Oarrow and Terry Nation asked Laurie Chen, because 
of her experience in setting up cons, to organise the pro-tour, and not “Anonyeous". "Anonymous", by her own adaission in the 
Federation Archives Addendua, adaits that Laurie Cohen asked her to be involved, and that she refuses to participate if esuels Cohen 
is going to be “in charge". Think about it. All this so-called controversy is because one woaan got jealous. “Anonymous”, being 
vho she is, vent on the attack. If she couldn't have the pro-con, no one could, And she doesn't stop. If she can't have this 
fandoa, no one else can. And she blackaails us further. She'll take the only real contribution she has to this fandos, her zines, 
and go hoae (this threat before the cease and desist order). Her friends will blacklist theaselves and somehav it's the Darrows’ 
fault. 

No, the only issue is that instead of airing her grievances in private to the Darrows and rationally talbing it through vith thea, 
she viciously attacked thea in public and involved, and disrupted, the entire fandea, 2ad in doing so, hurt two of the anst «caring 


people I knov. I can't find any issues of control, for the explained reasons. 1 see no "sides" in this matter. There is right and 
there is vrong. Hurting people is wrong. Deliberately and cruelly hurting good people in one’s envy is terrible. “Anonyacus" and 
her friends owe a lot of people sose aajor apologies. 

To ae, the aost horrible - and the most beautiful - thing happening, that has been caused by this voaan, is the reaction of the 
fans. Those vho swallow the allegations that there is a probably (especially of control) are risking ulcers for nothing. But the 
hundreds of fans who have shown Paul and Janet their support, and love, and who have stood up against this nonesense, will have 
created a stronger fandoa in the end. 

B7 fandoa is, to ay limited experience, unique. I can’t think of another fandom vhere the actors have the care and concern for 
the fandoa that the Darrovs do. I’ve thought all along that we're very lucky to have such genuinely nice huaan beings so accessible 
to their fans. I now think ve're doubly lucky that they, and Terry Nation, care so such. A lot of strong bonds are being forged 
here, not the least of which are the bonds betveen the actors, the creator and aaongst the fans. I’a glad to still be a part of it . 
all. Hang in there, folks, because I do believe we'll survive, intact. 


We'll sarvive all right. Bat possibly in spite of these invectives. 

The “cease and desist” notices, by the way, did HOT cone fron Lawyers - they cane frop Paul’s hone address, signed only by his. 
Sane for Michael, via his Agent. 

A "rational and satare discussion” we have yet to get from the Darrous. 

The *aartyr® palled his story frow OWE zine and gave it to an editor with a larger circulation. 

Please see the Nookie Pages for who has created the REAL slash “problen’. 

By the way, Annie is ceasing her REPRINT services only. 


DORIS LUEBKE LINCOLN NE 

Well folks, the truth is out at last! Here I quote "I don’t belive the aeabers’ g@oney should be used to carry on what is 
basically a feud agong the 'BNFs’." This by the editor of the FA. There is also a letter by anon which has a grain of truth only, 
in it, and I quote: "In a sense, Cohen and Co. have succeeded.* This confiras ay belief that this is all a “POWERPLAY® (not a pun) 
betveen several BNF’S, and they have used poor judgeaent. Anon has attacked PD and now is reaping the avards of that. It is quoted 
somewhere, "You reap what you sov." If this person(s) is feeling hurt and havin difficulty, it’s no vonder. She asked for vhat she 
received, by attacking innocent people. In her latest letter, she even attacked his Wife because she doesn’t like slash and then 
even attacked their nase, for God's sake! When’s it going to end! I know PD is not like vas what said and did not say those things. 
I shall support hie in every vay I can. 

I vas so upset by the FA Anon letter, that I eissed a day of vork. I vas sick not only in body, but at heart, to think people 
vould attack PD in such a eanner. Someone vho has bent over backwards to see that the fans have a good tise at the cons and return 
hoae vith wonderful seaories. I see anon’s friend has joined in the "Shit throwing contest” against Paul. She even attacked fellov 
fans on the vest coast (she attacked fanzine BOOTLEGGERS on the West Coast! They were caaght oat last year. ed). Others even 
attacked Paul by saying he shouldn't use his actor’s job/influence, etc. to defend hiaself! For crying out loud, vhen the hell is 
this going to step? It will only hurt fandom, and ALREADY HAS, irreparably I aa afraid. If they don't like Cohen, that’s their 
business, but why should they drag Paul's good nage into this shit pile. 1 guess I've said enough for nov, and I hope things return 
to noraal, but 1 am afraid this is iapossible, but I vill give it MY best shot. 


Janet kept asking and asking and asking why do slash writers use pseadonyas? Nell, why do actors use pseuds? (I'p told Darrow is 
not Paal’s real sane.) I've giver several reasons why the writers ase pseads. I’ve yet to be told why the actors took sane. 
And don’t look now, but Ar. Darron, is one of the biggest "BHFs® in the fandop. 


LAURA VIRGIL DALLAS 1X 

Shortly after a Thanksgiving trip to New York City, I cas hose to an evening phone call from Lois Indelicato. Without going into 
a lot of repetitive details, auy call vas alaost identical in content to the call Jeff Morris received. Lois told ae she was 
gathering inforaation for Laurie Cohen, Paul Darrow and Terry Nation (in that order and her use of names, not mine). She told ae 
about the professional conventions they vere planning, that the idea had been Paul's and Terry's and that Laurie had been asked to 
back thea up, and that there vould be a seall core of fan individuals asked to run these professional conventions (asking all BNFs as 
it turned out). There vas no aention of reauneraticn for any fans helping run and organize these professional conventions. (To 
. clarify the difference, fan run conventions are just that, and the proceeds go to charity. Professional conventions do not, as a 
rule, donate their proceeds to charity. It is a “for profit® organization.) I vas also told that Paul personally, absolately 
guaranteed Michael Keating's and Stephen Grief's appearances at these conventions, and that all their appearances (Paul's and Terry's 
included) vould be exclusive to these conventions and they’d aot be appearing at any other conventions during the year. Please 
renepber that these were not ay statenents! 

Personally, I have nothing against any actor, writer, special effects coordinator, chief-cook-and-bottle-washer, or whoever, 
aaking a fee for a convention appearance. As has been stated to ae on nuaerous occasions lately, these people have to pay cab fare, 
etc. However, I object strenuously to exorbitant fees (have you ever wondered why the aajor STAR TREK actors and nov the DOCTOR WHO 
actors are rarely invited to conventions anyaore? Their fees became too exorbitant). Yes, these individuals have extra expenses to 
contend with. On the other hand, EVERYOWE seems to forget the attending masses - the fans - who have the sase expenses, plus sore 
(airfare, cab fare, etc., et al.) as they receive no reauneration for their attendance other than the joy of being there and the fun 
they have being with friends and aeeting the actors, etc. The only except to this is a handful of artists who, if they’re fortunate, 
aake enough aoney in the art shows to cover costs. As to the rumor spreading that specific zine editors sake enough aoney from zine 
sales to pay their rent, for instance, that is unsitigated stupidity - unless, of course, the zine editor is, in fact, a bootlegger. 
In such a case, I cancertainly see how soseone vould sake a profit froa the production and sales of a zine. 

Frankly, I could care less who does vhat conventions and where and with whoa, as long as I a@ in no way personally hurt by thea 
Creations conventions - professional conventions - aaong others, have existed for a long, long tiee vithout interfering vith vith the 
fan run conventions, and that is fine vith we. I an willing to consider the point that the original intent of these say have been to 
provide fun conventions to the average (i.e., non-BNF) fan. Hovever, by poor fronting, bad phraseology - or vhatever - the idea, if 
indeed innocent, was not ade to sound that vay fron ay very first introduction to it. 

In teras of these conventions, professional or not, whatever the intention, I wish everyone vell and hope that, when it comes down 
to the bottom line, the “average” fans for whos these are allegedly to be produced - the ones who will be paying the bill for it - 
vill be presented vith a good product and have one helluva wonderful tiae. 

As for ayself, personally, I’@ quite aggravated about the vhole ordeal not because of the convention concept but because I’ve nov 
been told that (1) 1 vas never contacted by thea and (2) I aa lying about being contacted. Up until now [ have aade no public 
staterents concerning ay dubious "position" on the subject, and wonder, therefore, exactly how anyone can claia I ae lying. Firstly, 
considering the point in tiae at vhich I vas contacted, where in hell vould | get this inforaation and why vould I aake it up? | 
didn’t knov Jeff had been contacted until over a month later. Besides that, I had absolutely no ill feelings tevard anyone involved 
and no reason to slander or libel anyone. As far as any of this affects ae personally, as an individual, [| still have no personal 
aniposity toward these individuals wherein the convention concept is concerned. 


[ drav the line, hovever, at being called a liar vhen, in fact, Thad heard nothing on the subject until that phone call... 


Besides, I have better things to do vith ay tiae than to try to ruin various actors’ and fans’ reputations vith whatever evil 
aachinations are being assigned to ae at this point. As if that vere even possible. As if I cared to do so to begin vith. 

Of course, since the advent of this controversy, I've heard everything that vas said to ae denied. I've also heard that a local 
friend of sine vho had also been contacted is now not only lying, right along with ae, but, in fact, does not exist and is the 
fictional by-product of Ann Worthaa’s beleaguered iaagination. 

Please! 

I also tend to take offense when I aa charged with vhat appears to be ay aost heinous crise to date - the dread guilt by 
association - as have, apparently soae of ay close friends. I also view dialy vhen individuals - and in this case, ay friends - are 
falsely accused, openly persecuted, harrassed and/or attacked without reason. I also take exception to other "friends" vho 
insidiously atteapt to cause hare to a friendship by invoking bad feeling betveen people, particularly as a result of something as 
relatively innocuous, in the reala of things, as fandoa, 1 don’t know about everyone else, but I have a life outside of fandoa, and 
though [ would aiss it quite a lot, it wouldn't be the end of the vorid for ae if it closed up shop toaorrow and moved to another 
planet. I had a life before fandom and 1 suspect I'll survive should I ever tire of fandom and leave it altogether. 

As to the nov-infamous anonyaous letter, Ann Worthaa has publicly adaitted to having written saae. She vrote it anonyaously, as 
she said, to try to warn the fans of a group of people who she truly believed vere going to (intentionally or not) hurt the fans and 
fandoa, and to spare GAMBIT and her friends on the convention coasittee any possible attacks by individuals. Having seen the actions 
of sone of these persons first-hand, and having become part of the unvitting focus of this hate caapaign, I can see that her atteapt 
vas pointless. 

Right or wrong, wistaken or not, Ann (like anyone else, including Paul Darrov, Terry Nation, Laurie Cohen, et. al) has the right 
to her opinion and to speak it as vell. What surprised ae, sore than anything, vas the level of vindictiveness aiaed at her before 
she ever publicly adaitted to having written the letter. In this country, at least, an individual is innocent until proven guilty. 
Obviously, fandom vorks by a different set of standards. 

The continued atteapts at ruining persons in fandom have surprised and angered ae as vell, Overall, these atteapts, as far as | 
can tell (vith a few very, very minor and uniapressive exceptions), not only didn’t vork but only served to garner support for the 
people in fandom who vere targeted - exactly the opposite reaction they were intended to invoke. 

I sav a nuaber of individuals attacked openly at GAMBIT over this subject, over their choice of "sides® or over the fact they 
hadn't chosen sides. In several instances they vere trying, valiantly, not to take a side, but once they were attacked, apparently 
for no good reason, they certainly took a stance then - on the OTHER side. 

And all this angst over an anonypoas letter - a letter that did not nase one single name'?! I believe that a number of 
individuals in and out of fandoa have lost their senses of proportion over the satter. An interesting side note here is that, 
according to Ann, she sent her original Letter to Linda Terrell only for publication in the FA. If it appeared anyvhere else on the 
face of this planet, it vas without Ann's sanction. Interesting that one letter should garner such anguish, hatred and 
vindictiveness. I also aa of the fire conviction that had it just been left alone, the anonyaous letter would have likely died a 
normal little death. Frankly, I believe very few people would have heard of it or read it if not for the outraged interference of 
those vell-aeaning fans vho, in trying to salvage other persons’ names (none of vhom vere aentioned by nase in the letter) only 
brought it to the forefront. 

Think about it, people! All of this hate and venom has been generated from one small anonysous letter printed in one saall 
newsletter! It has aushrocaed all out of proportion and into the aost incredibly hateful character assassination caapaign I’ve seen 
since I first stepped into fandom 17 years ago! 

One statement I feel I aust refute, however, was the comment in a statesent read by Terry Nation at GAMBIT Convention that Paul's 
invitation to GAMBIT vas vithdravn, On Septeaber 26, 1988, I vas in England at the theatre in Croydon to see Paul’s play. He 
graciously aet ae and three friends who vere travelling with me, backstage aftervard. 1 brought up the subject of the GAMBIT 
convention and it vas then that he told we he'd only just that sorning accepted a nev play (his current play “Alibi for Murder"). As 
a result, he said, he vould have to decline the GAMBIT invitation (vhich declination to GAMBIT is also in writing, dated, I believe, 
vith the above-referenced date). When Paul and Janet called the GAMBIT con committee only a veek or tvo before the convention to ask 
if their invitations still stood, GAMBIT, having already aade monetary commitments by that point, could not, at such a late date, 
afford to bring thea over as guests. 

Concerning the unpleasantness, if you feel tht you just sast take a stand, then do so. If you feel that one side is right and the 
other is wrong, then say it and get it over vith. It's absolutely NOT necessary to drag this on and on and on. It's also quite 

obvious to ae that if individuals haven't sade up their minds by nov they (a) aren't going to do so, (b) don’t care enough to do so 
or (c) don't want to get involved. All three of these decisions are their rights as vell, and no one should be daaned or considered 
an eneay because they won't take a side. That is incredibly unreasonable. 

Lastly, I am of the fire opinion that continued character assassinations vill not only NOT help either side, but vill, in fact, 
only damage fandoa further, and not necessarily even the principals who are currently involved. I ake this statesent because I know 
of a nueber of people vho are sickened by the vhole thing and are leaving B7 fandoa, if not fandoa in general, as a result of this 
controversy, If B7 fandom curls up and dies as a result, then the point vill be aoot, because there won't be any conventions vith 
guests to argue about! 

I also don't understand the "rift" between the BNFs and the snfs, as they seea to call theaselves. The tere “BNF has been around 
for years and years and, I believe, originated in sain-streaa science fiction fandoa. It denoted a person vho did a helluva lot of 
vork - writing, publishing fanzines, doing artwork, etc. I don't know of a single individual within ay acquaintance who has EVER 
flaunted their status as a BNF. I knov of no one vho has ever attached the nase to theaselves, either. It's sorething that just 
happens. Anyone can becose a BNF, if they're willing to put forth the effort. One cannot expect to beoee a BNF if one is not 
willing to vork for it, but only sit around and do nothing. There is absolutely nothing wrong vith being a snf, either, if you're 
not interested in being in the liselight. Only the individuals vho have started this particular hate campaign can explain their 
reasons for starting it to begin vith. If you're not willing to do what it takes, and you want to be a BNF, then you have absolutely 
no chance of attaining that “lofty stature", and perhaps had better satisfy yourself vith that rather than down-grading those vho 
have vorked so hard, intentionally or not, to attain this status. After all, it's the BNFs vho put together the conventions, working 
for eonths and gonths, and soaetines years, to do a good job and bring you a good tine. They are also the ones whe write those 
vonderful stories you rave about, the zines you buy with such zeal and the artwork you covet, There are no limitations on vho can 
drav, write or publish. If you feel the urge, do it. If you feel singularly uninspired or untalented, then enjoy the fruits of 
everyone else’s labors and imaginations. If, hovever, you complain enough, some of these people aay just stop what they're doing 
(take Deb Walsh's abrupt exit from B7 fandom last year after years and years of producing wonderful art and the first and longest 
running Aaerican 87 zine "B7 Coaplex’) and then what vill you have? Consider your actions - and words - before you complain, unless 
you, yourself, are willing to take up the slack’ 

As to the slash issue, well, it’s only proven to oe that there are crass huaans operating in fandos. | cannot imagine what could 
go through someone’s mind in their decision to show an actor a copy of a slash zine that involves the character that actor may have 
portrayed. To do so vould not only be ill-advised, but in very, very, very poor taste as well. I don’t care who writes vhat and 
publishes what. My personal rule of thuab is this: if I’a offended by sorething, I either don’t buy it or I don't read it if 1 cose 
across it in a zine J own, have bought without knowing or contributed to in innocence (and before anyone yells about that statesent, 
it [3 possible. Years ago, [ contributed soe artwork to a Trek zine @ friend was producing and when ay contributor’s copy arrived, 
I discovered alaost half the zine was slash, which I did not know about when I contributed. I didn’t care for it, but 1} didn’t put 
up a fight and I didn't screaa about it. I read the stories I vanted to read and iqnored the rest.) That seess sianle encugh to ae, 


a 


a? If an actor has sade a statement that he or she does not Fal dear or adult a Cee 

i viedge it. They also have a right to not have it shoved under their noses, anyone 
hp ee Gioia tel feviae: and I would think that the actor or actress to whoa it oe sche tans gegen 
offended at the person doing the “tattling", whoever that aight be. Conversely, I do not believe in bl alatnes : ae ae 
the nasty, evil slash zine writers and slash zine publishers. In all ay years in fandon, no one has ayer oh y : sven ide : 
chair and aade ae read a slash zine. It's there if you want it; it’s also there to ignore if- you don't vant i i 0 ne 
you don't like it, don’t read it. If you knov the actors don't like it, don't be insensitive louts by sending i¢ to thea- 


reala of things, vhat does it really aatter? 
Or any of this for that eatter. B7 used to be a fun fandos.... 


~ g0 what's the proble 


Since the initial controversial FA went oat, J personally have received a tedioas legalese "sotice” via Paal’s solicitors via 
his Agent via Paal (it was nailed fron his hove near Guildford) inforsing ne that their solicitors “were watching with interest” aad 
that I would be "inforsed’ shoald Annie have the bad fore to tate legal action against Paal, 

In other words, threatening to threates ae, 

Shortly thereafter I received a pseado-legalese notice frop Paal "withdrawing” her persission for we to sell AY own photos of hip 
and forbidding anyone else to sell or otherwise agent thes for ae, 

Shortly after that, I got the save letter frop Nichael Keating. In the sape words. 

Photos taker of Pablic Personalities ia Pablic Places are the property of the photographer. And the coarts have apheld this again 
and again. Why else do you think no one can stop “paparazzi’? And they sell their photos again and again. When you “sell® a photo 
to a newspaper or pagazine, you are asaally selling only One Tine Only Publishing RIGHTS, The rights to the negative and sore photos 
repain yoars - anless you sell the negative. Never sell yoar negatives! 

And that's the only way I'll stop selling ay photos - soseone will have to bay the negatives, 

Ny photos of Paal and Nichael are pine to sell any way I see fit. I see fit to sell then for the Prevention of Saddes Infant 
Death Syndrose (that’s “dying childrea’, Terry). 

Shortly before GANBIT, sone fans started blactwailing Marion McChesney by cancelling oat of FREEDOM CITY. She thea panicked and 
"asked" Annie and I to leave, “Asted*? She TOLD as to leave. I consider as to be “fired’. (Paal had cancelled oat of FC about the 
sane tive he cancelled oat of GAMBIT - for a Play). 

Shortly after that, Janet Darrow began sending roand 2 pseado-legal ‘notice’ that all rights to sale of ay photos, Leah's art and 
Annie's zines were withdrawn, In other words, BLACKLISTING. (see: AcCarthy, Senator J.). 

This notice is not signed nor witness nor notarized and doesn’t hold legal water whatsoever. Bat, as the Darrows hoped, sone fans 
thought it was. 

Plas, ay hose address was printed on this sheet which has been passed indiscrininately aroand - I never gave the Darrous 
perpission to pass oat ay hose address. Jast as I've never passed oat their hone address. 

I don’t betray confidences. Nor do I blacklist, blachaail, threatea, and all those other fan things coniag oat of Britain these 
days. 

I gaess not all the “Ayatollahs* are in Iran! 

Well, I's alsa sot in hiding! And I will aot be driven out of this fandon by Paal’s cospand! 


I also think it is very telling indeed that all throagh Kathy's “factual” statepent, all the “Great Satans” are AMERICANS. “US 
Fandon® and its “proliforation’ of slash zines is at faalt; the only naned writers are three ANERICANS. Ahea! See the Nookie Pages 
for sy copplete editorial on this. 


Hhat follons is the covplete text of the statesent read by Terry for Paul at GAMBIT is Febraary 1989; I’ve reprodaced it 
word-for-word and cospa-for-conea! 

"A Statement from Paul Darrov to be read in it's entirety vithout alteration, at the Gasbit Convention, by Terry Nation. 

Recause of circumstances beyond ay control and because ay invitation to attend this convention has been vithdravn, I regret that 
I cannot be here vith you today, 

Recause of the circuastances currently afflicting, Blake's 7 fandoa, I had intended to entrust the reading of this stateaent to 
the one person vho, throughout 25 years, has never failed ae - ay vife, Janet. 

However, because of the stress she has suffered over the past few veeks, Terry and 1 are concerned that a round trip, which vould 
have been undertaken at her own expense of aore than 6000 ailes, in order to read this short coasent, could prove detriaental to her 
health. 

With considerable difficulty, vith her velfare as our priority, ve have finally persuaded her not to cone. 

Therefore, I have asked our trusted friend, Terry Nation, to stand in ay place and read this to you. 

He has promised to read it, word for vord exactly as 1 have written it and will ake copies available to you, lest, as has 
recently been the case, I aa aisquoted by anyone vho eay hear it. 

You aust all be avare that, through articles, letters, telephone calls and other conversations, there are those agongst you vho 
have sought - still seek - to hara ae, to hurt ae, to destroy ay reputation in your eyes. [In doing so, they do yoa a disservice, for 
they also hare and hurt yoa, 

To the hundreds of you vho, through articles, letters, telephone calls and other conversations, have indicated your loyalty, your 
unquestioning support, your respect, your love and courage in the face of cruel threats and vindictiveness, 1 send ay love and I 
thank you from the bottoa of ay heart. 

To those of you vho harbour scorn, envy, hatred or vho feign indifference, I vould say that I am sorry for you. 

To those of you vho saintain that you stand apart from all that is currently afflicting, Blake’s 7 fandoa, [ say to you that the 
last person to, “wash his hands,", in public has suffered conteapt for 20 centuries. - 

I say that, vhether you like it or not, whether you seek to do so or you do not, you support those vho will divide us in, Blake's 
7 fandos, 

Nov we have reached vhat, in every vernacular, is referred to as, "The bottos line.* , 

I paraphrase the vords of a great Agerican and place thea in the context of all that is currently afflicting Blake’s 7 fandon. 

Let the vord go forth from this time and this place to friend and foe alike. Let everyone knov... that I shall pay any price, 
bear any burden, meet any hardship, support any friend, oppose any foe, to assure the survival of ay good name and the success of, 
Blate's 7 fandor, 

This hoped for success now rests in your hands and I have no doubt you vill handle it vell. 

The time has come, ay American friends, for you to dare to stand up and be counted. 

God bless you all.’ 


Speaking absolutely for nyself, this says he’s telling fans they aren't even allowed the freedow to choose to be neatral. 

The obvious cosparison of “neatral’ to Pontias Pilate infers that if the “neatrals’ are as "gailty’ as Pilate, then Paal is as 
"innocent® as... /7 

I also very puch resent finding, in this aanipulative harrangue, the cheapening and deneaning of the words and wenory of President 
Fennedy! 

Whatever else he was, President Kennedy’s words inspired in Asericans a sense of HONOR, 


Paul Darrow is no Jack Kennedy! Oe 


AIl Annie and I ever said was here are both sides, you pake your choice. 
But to tell fans that even neatrality isn’t allowed, well, who's in charge here, anyway? 


ANN WORTHAN ALTAMONTE SPRINGS FL 

First, I wrote one and only one public letter regarding the Fan vs Pro Convention situation. This letter was printed in its 
entirety and in the only fora ever written or authorized by ae in THE FEDERATION ARCHIVES. I asked no other club or nevsletter to 
print it. I have since heard it said J wrote numerous other letters vhich “nazed names®. This is untrue. Prior to the publication 
of ay public letter, I vrote one personal letter to a West Coast fan. Within six days of writing that one personal letter, I vas 
receiving "anonymous" hate aail accusing se of conducting a hate campaign against Paul Darrow and Michael Keating (7!). All of a 
sudden the Darrovs had copies of ay public letter...before it ever sav print. I aay be incredibly naive and slov, but even I could 
figure out what happened. J obviously trusted the wrong person vith sensitive inforaation. I have sore recently learned that 
private letters [| vrote to Terry Nation, Paul Darroy and Laurie Cohen regarding the vhile situation have been circulated 
indiscriminately by the principles involved. J find this lack of discretion disgusting but given recent developeaents, hardly 
surprising. 

Soae fans, priaarily on the West Coast, are telling people that I am quitting fandom, that I am not going to do any sore zines. 
What I said in the last FA vas that I ae cutting down on ay reprint service. I fully intend to do every single zine I have 
advertised to date vith the definite addition of SOUTHERN LIGHTS #5 (which already has contributors). All issues remain as large as 
ever. One Australian artist has pulled her vork. 

Janet Darrow is writing people telling them I have expressed ay “conteapt” for Michael Keating. I dare anyore to produce any 
public statement I have ever made about Nichael Keating. What I have said in private is just that: private. The only person I have 
aentioned Michael Keating to is a certain West Coast fan vho is vell avare of vho they are. The fact that they share ay private 
correspondence so indiscriainately reflects rather gore badly on thea than on ae, in ay opinion. 

Paul Darrov’s pseudo-legalistic leters vhich atteapt to deny ae the right to use his “likeness® in any vay, aside from being 
legally unenforceable, do not sees to take into account the fact that Leah Rosenthal, Laura Virgil and 1 paid him $2,000.00 in 
February, 1988, for total rights to certain photographs. If Mr. Darrow vould like to return our $2.000.00 ve vill cheerfully stop 
selling the photos. Until then, the United States legal system vill, I believe, take a dia viev of him selling the rights to 
soaething and then atteapting to vithdray same vithout renuseration. As to sy fanzines, Paul Darrow and Wichael Keating hold 
absolutely no rights to trademarks or copyrights associated vith B7. As to artists using their likenesses, the United States courts 
have continually upheld the rights of artists to use the likenesses of public personalities in vork which is artistic as opposed to 
comaercial. And, yes, they have a right to sell said work vithout paying anybody a royalty. 

Kathy Hansen is circulating a letter accusing ae of participating in a smear campaign against her. This is laughable. Kathy 
vrote ae a long diatribe sove tine ago bragging about how she had told the Darrovs that Leah, Linda Terrell and [ write slash, etc. 
I did not bother to reply as I have more iaportant things to do vith ay tiae than pander to someone vho so obviously vants attention. 
Frankly, [ can’t reeeaber making her ever buy one of ay zines, adult or othervise, so I could care less vhether or not she personally 
likes slash. It is irrelevant to we. Besides which, ay aother vas in the hospital aost of Deceaber and ! vas hospitalized and il] 
aost of January. 1 am now vorrying about how I vill pay the resultant sedical bills, not vhether or not Kathy Hansen does or doesn’t 
like slash. Jf the readers did not support the existance of the zines, they vould not exist. 

Addressing some major points in Hansen's "factual® letter: 

The first B7 slash I ever read vas called *Mindfire® and it was written, I believe, vhen the show vas still on the air - by a 
vell-thought of British writer. Slash B7 - or slash or any kind - hardly began solely in the US. 

The fact that the Darrovs find adult literature distasteful is irrelevant. They are not forced to read it, even if and when it 
does appear on their doorstep in a plain brovn wrapper. Like any literature, it aust be villingly read; it is quite easy to ignore. 
Whether or not a British actor objects to something I or anyone else writes about a fictional character is hardly pertinent here. 1 
agree that it is rude to send the actors copies or othervise drav their attention to it. It is equally rude to do the sase to anyore 
vho isn’t interested in reading it. Hovever, to suggest ve should give up our right to free speech, free press and free artistic 
expression is ludicrous. As to the “Paul and Janet” naughty story...I’ve never heard of anyone outside of the Darrovs vho has 
actually seen it. It certainly hasn’t ever appeard in any zine I've ever seen. 

The ‘sadistic’ story Kathy Hansen mentions as written by Leah and ae vas "The Prosise*. Besides being published in THE OTHER 
SIDE, it vas published in the US in a PG-rated, aulti-sedia genzine, WHATEVER WORKS. It vas a hurt/coafort story with no explicit 
sex or violence in it. It has been one of the sore popular stories ve've written (and we've written about 75 together) and ve 
continue to receive innumerable requests for a sequel. Kathy states several tines that this story is how she knew Leah and I wrote 
slash (this vas also vhat she said in her personal letter to ae), saying that she received copies of THE OTHER SIDE from a friend. 
However, other places in her "factual" letter she claias she owns no adult zines and never reads the stuff. At one point she claias 
she only knew ve vrote slash because of the Naughty Nookie page in the FA' She also clains to have "never clapped eyes on” any of 
cur slash stories. Yet, she describes out vork as ‘sadistic’. How can she know? Did she or did she not ovn and read THE OTHER SIDE 
(she says she did and then says she didn’t). Sounds to ae like soseone is confused. If know I aa. 

But then, Kathy’s "facts® are full of contradictions. She says that the Australian fans told Paul and Janet that ve vrote slash. 
In the very next sentance she claias no one told the Darrovs authors’ nases. Which is it? 

Yet another contradictions Kathy says the Darrows asked her point blank about me and Leah and she not only confiraed it, but then 
* volunteered information regarding Linda, She then goes on to say “no enquiries vere mada about adult/slash writers or publishers or 
zines by the Darrovs and I (Kathy) did not volunteer any information along those lines.® Huh? Which is it? I'a real confused. 

As to “Gareth raping Paul,” get real. If Paul can't tell the difference bevteen hiaself and Avon, he’s the one vith the problea, 
not the fans vho are well avare of the considerable differences. For one thing, I adaire Avon and enjoy writing about hia. I've 
never had the slightest desire to write about Paul and neither has any other writer I know. And Michael Keating is correct in not 
having to vorry over people writing slash about his. I, for one, have alvays known that Vila Restal is a fictional character. 

Regarding the alleged reaarks to “take care of* Kathy Hansen: ay initial response vas to laugh. She’s doing a good enough job of 
taking care of herself by advertising her atteapts to suppress our civil liberties in favor of pandering to an actor's wishes. | do 
not have time to vorry about "taking care” of her or anybody else. I do not operate quite that way, in any case, believing that 
every individual has a right to his/her ovn opinion and an equal right to express saee. Kathy ust have we confused vith a British 
actor. : 

1 have expressed my opinions quite openly nov, in print, about the slash issue and previously about the proposed Deciaa 
Prodactions Tour. If you disagree, fine. 


LIL SHARPE COLLEGE PARK MD 


Just what is this “controversy® about, anyvay? . . . 
The prigary dispute concerns the *tour® being proposed by Terry Nation and Pau) Darrow, vhich vould possibly include other B7 


quests, and which vould apparently be backed by Laurie Cohen’s Decina Productions. Based on early (and apparently, conflicting) 
stateaents, certain fans (particularly Ann Worthaa and Linda Terrell) raised quite fundeaental and justifiable questions about the 
tour. 

; I vill not reiterate in full what Mr. Darrow, Ms. Cohen and their associates said: vhat Ann reported in her "anonyaous® stateaent 
accurately reflects eost of vhat I heard with ay own ears. I[ will vouch for the fact that Hr. Darrov had aired his preaature 
opinions so widely that by the tige I had dinner with hia Noveaber 20th (a week before the tour's official debut), I was already 
avare, courtesy of the grapevine, that he and Mr. Nation vere considering such a project. I was also avare that Mr. Darrow had been 
describing plans for the tour which I, personally, regarded as questionable. Hr. Darrow's sonologue that evening vith regard to fan 
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_ conventions in general, and Laurie Cohen (aeong other things, he told three aeabers of the GAMBIT ConCoa at that dinner that Ais. 


‘ 
. 


Cohen had told hia GAMBIT had “stolen® her con, and that she'd asked hia as a personal favor not to attend GAMBIT) and about GAMBIT 
in particular (he vas eager to explain to us that GAMBIT would never get any guests other than Brian Croucher because he, Hr. Darrov, 
vould personally tell the rest of the B7 cast geabers not to accept anything less than an offer of business class airfare and a 
$5,000.00 fee), fully confireed (firsthand) what I had already heard (secondhand) about the tour and its purposes. Myr. Darrov's 
behavior in New York a veek later (1 am one of the people to vhom he he wade the crack about 75 seconds per fan, as one exaaple) did 
not contradict the unfavorable iapression he'd been giving. 

Hovever, whether or not Mr. Darrow’s early statements about the tour agreed with the ideas of his fellow organizers, and whether 
or not his behavior (at the tiae he aade those statesents) vas up to his legendary standard, is irrelevant to the basic issues at 
stake in Ann's statement. Any convention, large or snall, professional or amateur/charity, ought to settle its own policies, and be 
prepared to defend thea, before undertaking to do business. 

The questions that have been raised includes how exactly is the tour going to be administered? (Supposedly the hands-on vork 
would be done by local clubs under Deciaa’s aegis, vith Deciaa in sone perennially undefined capacity as absentee overseer, public 
sponsor, and fee collector). 

What activities will the tour conventions include, and how will they be run? (What rules vill govern the auction(s) and the 
dealers’ rooa(s)? Will all fans be alloved to participate? What fees vill really be charged? And vhich serchandise say (or may 
not) be offered for sale? Who vill pay the convention taxes? Has Mr. Nation overcome the usual obstacles to having professionals 
perfora series-related work at cons, by getting approval for his proposed actévities 
from the Screen Writers’ Guild, the Screen Actors! Guild, the Imaigration and Naturalization Service, and any holders (other than 
hiaself) of 87 copyright/tradeaarks?) 

What are the tour’s purposes? (The proposed cons will definitely be run for the guests’ personal profit; but is the tour actually 
designed to compete against fan-run conventions, or is that appearance just an unhappy coincidence?) 

What changes vould such a tour sake in the nature of today's B7 fandom? (Would not-for-profit fan conventions ever be able to get 
the "tour guests back? How vill the fan/guest relationship be changed once the guests begin viewing us as sources of personal 
incone, as well as friendship? If the tour were to get a virtual monopoly on certain guests, will that give its organizers a 
disproportionate aaount of pover to control fan conventicn-related activity in general?) 

The backlash (it cannot be called a “response") froa tour adherents to these questions has been coapletely out of proportion to 
the supposed "offense® (vhich they alone perceive). Rather than adait that they had differences of opinion (though sinor 
disagreeaents are perfectly noraal in the formative stages of any large scale project), or answering the questions with substantive 
inforaation, key people associated vith the tour have denounced: the questioners as liars and rueor-aongers. Mr. Darrov, in 
particular, has reacted as though the questions (raised largely as a result of his own unguarded statements) were actually personal 


_ attacks. 


I vould never have believed it if I hadn't had to deal vith some of Mr. Darrow'’s actions ayself. 

Mr. Darrov retaliated against Ann's carefully general stateaent in FA vith a series of escalating unpleasantnesses directed at 
first against Ann and Linda, and later against anyone vho refused to disown Ann and Linda at his command. He circulated a libellous 
stateaent regarding Ann to various fan clubs, demanding that they print it regardless of possible consequences to theaselves. (He 
never sent a copy to Ann ((nor to ae. ed)). He telephoned one of Ann's closest friends, demanded that she take sides, and threatened 
to destroy Ann in fandom. He pressureed contributors to Ann's zines to vithdrav their submissions, and instituted a petty ingusition 
on the subject of her (and Linda's) involvement in slash (though he has known of slash for years without displaying this kind of 
obsession vith the subject). Copies of a bogus "injunction" (vith absolutely no grounding in legal principles or procedure) 
supposedly forbidding Ann, Linda, and Leah Rosenthal to ake use of Messrs. Darrow and Keating's likeness have been circulating 
recently, bearing the return postaark of Mr. Darrow’s hoee village. 

Hr. Darrow has repeatedly refused to concede neutrality to anyone: as he insisted in his public statesent (read by Mr. Nation at 
GAMBIT's Opening Cereaonies), one aust either side vith hia or be an eneay. (In that same statement, he coapared vould-be neutrals 
to Pontius Pilate, taking upon hiaself a quaSi-religious aantle vhich I personally vould not venture to disturb). 

Not content vith these efforts, Mr. Darrow videned the caapaign presently to include organizations associated with Ann and Linda. 
Under unreasonable pressure, Marion McChesney gave way and fired Ann and Linda from the FREEDOM CITY ConCoa. 

Mr. Darrow never confronted GAMBIT directly vith his demands, for reasons which he alone knows. However, despite the fact that ve 
vere deterained to reaain neutral (and had said so publicly and loudly), ve learned (not long before the con) that he had contacted 
all our confirsed guests (except Mr. Nation) and asked thea not to attend GAMBIT. (The other guests theaselves told us; they vere 
baffled.) Only a week before GAMBIT, Mr. Darrow called us and deaanded to know vhether his original invitation to attend still 
stood. Regardless of how we felt about Mr. Darrov’s behavior by that tiee, the siaple fact remained that ve had committed all our 
available funds (and then some). We siaply could not afford (not being aillionaires or relatives of millionaires) to bring hia to 
Nevark without going bankrupt. Mr. Darrow never gave us a chance to explain. But apparently, he did expect us to bankrupt ourselves 
at his behest. A few days later (on the very eve of the convention) we heard from one of our guests, in great distress, vho said 
that Mr. and Mrs. Darrow had just telephoned to say that their loyal friends in the US vere going to infora the INS that GAMBIT’s 
guests were being brought into the country illegally, for aoney. Qur guests wight be turned back at customs and put on the next 
plane home, as a result. However, GAMBIT wouldn't have any such trouble if Ann and Leah vere fired. A day later, Mr. Darrow called 
the sage person back to say he'd only aeant to threaten one of GANBIT's guests; and that in any case, he was unsure he could restrain 
his loyal US follovers. As before, GAMBIT did not hear froa Mr. Darrow directly. 

In their eagernes to garner recruits by any available aeans, adherents of Mr. Darrow and the tour have further confused the 
original issue by using pre-existing eaotionally-charged debates (such as slash, BNF/snf, and east coast/west coast ‘rivalry") of 
dubious relevance as rallying cries for their supposed cause. In consequence, sone fans vho had no particular stake in the tour (by 
their ovn adaission), have taken advantage of the situation to escalate existing feuds, under the pretense of loyalty to Mr. Darrov 
and his "cause." This has elevated a few old, tired debates to a completely artificial degree of importance, in addition to 
supplying the tour, and Hr. Darrov, vith a nuaber of follovers who are serely using the uproar for their ovn purposes. 

The original controversy now encompasses side-skiraishes vhich have nothing at all tp do with the original debate, but which are 
nonetheless being bitterly contested. Artificially-intensified or not, the chaos is spreading, contributing to the general dasage 
being done to B7 fandom at large. Large numbers of fans are beginning to abandon B7 fandoa with the sane fervent enthusiasa with 
which they vere joining up, not very long ago. 

If Mr. Darrow does not like being quoted, he should be ore careful of what he says, or else issue a siaple, level-headed 
correction, If Decina does not agree vith Hr. Darrov'’s version of its policies, it should reaonstrate vith Mr. Darrov directly, 
rather than aystifying upwards of 600 people by airing half its internal debates in a confusing, wasteful, and no doubt, expensive 
aass aailing. There is absolutely no justification for the kind of interminable personal recriainations that have been being 
levelled at Ann and Linda and anyone who refuses to reject then. Even if it had been wrong, there would be no excuse for continuing 
to sindlessly perpetuate a one-sided feud that is causing so auch daaage to B7 fandoa. 

The controversy which has come to surround Mr. Darrow and the proposed tour is only turning off potential attendees in large 
gasses. The tour itself, (if Terry Nation's official "Press Release” mailed by. Deciva is accurate) sounds like a first rate idea. 
I'd hate to see the tour - and B7 fandoa itself - cose to grief, just because a few people involved with the tour vould rather incite 
an eaotional holocast than adait to a noraal huaan trait: fallibility. 


—~AN- 


I reiterate: I offered Ar. Darron a Special Edition of the FA in which to issue a "level-headed correction’. I wrote and asked > — 
Janet to please call ae collect so we could talk it out. 


They have declined to answer, directly. ei 

I can only conclude that they wanted this flap to escalate, to encompass the slash controversy and the existing fan-feads in order 
to cover the fact that Ar, Darrow had spoken unguardedly before neabers of a ConCon - and others, | gather. 

Our original statement did speak of how DOCTOR KHO guests had been “ruined” for Fan Cons by the sane type of “Pro” Con approach. 
hen guests becone, quite understandably, ased to business class airfare and several thousands of dollars in fees, hon, indeed, can 
nere Fan-run Cons compete? ; 

Sone DH guests eventually cane to see US fans as so many wallets - and virtually said so! There is no “friendship’ when actors 
are swayed by that kind of noney. 

It DOES happen! I’ve seen it happen in Dd. Ko watter hon good the intentions, how “close” the friendships, we watched sone 
actors allow a ring through their nose in order to be “acceptable’ to a Pro type Con organizer - SPIRIT OF LIGHT, 

I personally spoke with several actors xho were a basket case of nerves lest they say and do “sopething wrong” and find thenselves 
kicked off the $.0.L. circai€! 

Is this how we want our guests treated? 

And that is what Annie and I tried to tell the fans: “Let the Buyer bexare’. 


THE VIEWS AND OPINIONS EXPRESSED -IN THIS ISSUE DO NOT NECESSARILY REFLECT THOSE OF THE PUBLISHER, EDITOR, PRINTER, STATE OF 
FLORIDA, THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATES AND FRANCHISES, EASTERN AIRLINES, THE GOVERNMENT OF IRAN, ENGLAND, AUSTRALIA AND NEW 
LEALAND; NOR THOSE OF ANY PORTRAITS, CARTOONS AND LIKENESSES OF AFOREMENTIONED AND HEREIN CONTAINED OR OTHERWISE INFERRED, SUGGESTED, 


OR CONTRACTED AGENTS OR TRADERS. 
THIS HAS NOT BEEN PRODUCED BY THE BBC. NOT WRITTEN BY ISAAC ASIMOV AND STARRED DANNIE QUAYLE AS "THE BEAVER". 
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So write if youtre interested: in Brit Media in general..-[? there's ‘enough interest, I'll try an experiaental page soon. 
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